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doctrine of historical occupation, by which ingenious astrono-
mical parallel Stubbs justified his use of hypothesis in English
constitutional history. Until there is controversy, until there is a
problem of allegiance and duty, until there is a cause cdlebre, there
may be no occasion for any formal expression of a faith already
held. It is not safe to see in the first spokesman of the creed its
inventor as well as formulator, or to be quite certain that because
all that we now mean by national feeling cannot have been present
in fourteenth-century Scotland or fifteenth-century France, that
neither Wallace nor St. Joan were real nationalist as well as
national heroes.
Some of the difficulty is illustrated by Professor Kohn's treat-
ment of early Jewish history. He does not make it plain whether he
holds that the post-Exilic recension of biblical history represents,
pretty closely, what we mean to-day by "history," that we know,
for instance, what were the political and social ideas of the Jews
of the early kingdom as we know what were the political and social
ideas of fifth- and fourth-century Athens; that the Bible is here a
document or collection of documents that is more comparable to
Thucydides and Plato than to Plutarch. We learn in a note that:
"Even to-day orthodox Jews celebrate the Passover as if they in
their generation had been delivered from Egypt, as if national
history were alive across thousands of years in the present." No
doubt the most important fact to-day is that orthodox Jews do so
act and have so acted for two thousand years. The existence of
historically unprovable or highly improbable equivalents in national
traditions is the important fact, not their total or partial lack of
historicity. But it is of some interest and importance to know, or
speculate about the degree of historicity, and it is probable that
both with Jew and Gentile there is an older tradition behind that
given literary and self-conscious form after the Exile or the French
Revolution.
\
There is another danger, usually but not always avoided here*
Objective books on nationalism, books really above the battle, are
rare. It is extremely difficult to be constantly vigilant, to weigh the
testimonies as well as enumerate them. Some books tell their own
tale; few readers of a once well-known French tract A Quoi tient la
superiority de$ Franfais sur les Anglo-Saxons needed to be warned